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United S{ tes District Court o

L NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

United States of America vs.

DEFENDANT JERRY JAMES BARRETT

- 1 DOCKET NO. 3 | 80~-CR~127-01-C I

JUDGMENT AND F <« <A TiT 3N /COMMITMENT ORDER 10 245 [T

In the presence of the attorney for the government MONTH DAY YEAR
the defendant appeared in person on this date P 2 29 1981

COUNSEL L WITHOUT COUNSEL However the court advised defendant of right to counsel and asked whether defendant desired to
have counsel appointed by the court and the defendant thereupon waived assistance of counsel.

XX | WITHCOUNSEL L. _ _DAVID L. PETERSON, Court appointed === J

{Name of counsel)

t—J GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that | NOLO CONTENDERE, L &% ) NOT GUILTY
PLEA there is a factuat basis for the plea,

L1 NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged

-

There bei findi i f
ere being a finding/xoosint o | GUILTY.
| Defendant has been convicted as charged of the offense(s) of having violated Title 18, U.S.C.
FINBING & ;s«;e'l:ion ‘3150, as c!urgod in tho Endiamnt.
JUDGMENT

-
\ The court asked whether defendant had anything to say why judgment should not be pronounced. Because no sufficient cause to the contrary

was shown, or appeared to the court, the court adjudged the defendant guilty as charged and convicted and ordered that: The defendant is
hereby committed to the custody of the Attorney General or his authorized representative for imprisonment for a period of

TEN (10) MONTHS, said sentence to run consecutive

oR
PROBATION
ORDER

SENTENCE - to sentence imposed in 80-CR-74.

".‘-;.- TR B

SPECIAL 1 G
CONDITIONS LR AT
OF
PROBATION

ADDITIONAL . - . e N

CONDITIONS In addition te the special conditions of probation imposed above, it is hereby ordered that the general conditions of probation set out on the

reverse side of this judgment be imposed. The Court may change the conditions of probation, reduce or extend the period of probation, and at

OF any. time during the prdlsation perlod or within a maximum _probation period of five years permttted by law, may issue a warrant and revoke
PROBATION probation for a violation accurring dur(ng the propgt;on penod )

>The court orders commitment to the custody of the Attorney General and recommends,
It is ordered that the Clerk deliver

a certified copy of this judgment
and commitment to the U.S. Mar-

COMMITMENT
RECOMMEN- shal or other qualified officer.
DATION CERTIFIED AS A TRUE COPY ON
- U
THIS DATEQ od a ./)__ 8 ’

SIGNED BY ’ . ' . ’ : : Q “
Laggg | U.S, District Judge L - — S - g\ﬁw mmmmmm

) CLERK

L W.5. Magistrate Date %_B_I___J K) DEPUTY
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{5/75) * . .
United States of America vs. Unlted Sf tes DIStrlct Court for
Lthe RORTHERN DISTRICT of OKLAHOMA |
DEFENDANT

r L. B, MIZE = — DOCKET NO. 3 | 80-CR-116~BT |

JUDGMENT AND PROBATION/COMMITMENT ORDER

In the presence of the attorney for the government MGONTH DAY YEAR
the defendant appeared in person on this date o 02 25 81

COUNSEL | L_—_J) WITHOUT COUNSEL However the court advised defendant of right to counsel and asked whether defendant desired to
have counsel appointed by the court and the defendant thereupon waived assistance of counsel.

X I WITHCOUNSEL ' _Tom R._Gann, _ Wmmﬁ_ il & L_E B — -
FEB 2814
GUILTY

X GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that ! ) NOLO CONTENDERE, J . NO
there is a factual basis for the plea, d i
P Ck C. Silver, Cler

L—d NOZI' GUILTY. Defendant is discharged u-"‘sJDISTR'CT COURT

X GuUILTY.

PLEA

There being a finding/yesa#iot of {

Defendant has been convicted as charged of the offense(s) of having viclated Title 18, u.s.cC.,
FINDING & > . Section 1343, as charged in the three count Indictment,
JUDGMENT T ' .

-

+ Y The court asked whether defendant had anything to say why judgment should not be pronounced. Because no sufficient cause to the contrary
was shown, or appeared to the court, the court adjudged the defendant guitty as chatgéd and convicted and ordered that: The defendart is
hereby committed to the custody of the Attorney Genzral or his authorized representative for imprisonment for a period of

Count 1 ~ One (l) Year Imprisonment.
Counts 2 and 3 - Imposition of Sentence is hereby suspended and

SENTENCE defendant L. B. Mize im placed on probation for a period
OR > of Three (3) Years as to each count. Count 3 shall run
PROBATIGN concurrent with Count 2.
ORDER The pesiod of probation imposed in Counts 2 and 3 shall run

consecutive to the period of imprisonment imposed in Count 1.

" IT IS YURTHER ORDERED BY THE COURT that défendant L. B. Mize shall
make restitution as set out in the Agreement for Restitution

SPECIAL heretofore executed by L. B. Mize and Parker brilling Company.
CONDITIONS
OF . IT IS FURTHER ORDERED BY THE COURT that execution of sentence is
PROBATION deferred until April 20, 1981, at 11:00 A.M., at which time

defendant L.B. Mize is to report to the designated institution.

ADDITIONAL :
CONDITIONS In addition to the special conditions of probation imposed above, it is hereby ordered that the general condiiions of probation set out on the
reverse side of this judgment be imposed. The Court may change the conditions of probation, reduce or extend the period of probation, and at
OF any time during the probation period or within 1 maximum probation period of five years permitted by law, may issue a warrant and revoke
PROBATION probation for a violation occurring during the probation period.

>The court orders commitment to the custody of.the Attorney General and recommends, ' T
It is ordered that the Clerk deliver

confimement ]in ﬁ{ minimum securi.t‘y fRCilitY- a certified cppy of this judgment
COMMITMENT g and commitment to the U.S, Mar-
RECOMMEN- Ap ) eﬁ’{f \g Fa g shal or othér‘qua ifigd officer.
e A T ;
DATION Panla mgg : CERTIFIED AS A TRUE CORY ON

Assistant U.S. Attorney 7 rsonrdk EB 2 5']‘98 ]

seene o WAt e X G o Doy L Vs
. JCLERK

{

THOMAS R. BRETT
— 7, vate Peh, 25, 1981 | ) ()() DEPUTY
ho




FILEDP

FEB29 1981
. Sitver, Clark
ms?ms_m\cx COURT

IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THFE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKRLAHOMA
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Plaintiff,

80-CR-90~-BT
VS.

JEFFREY KARL JOHNSON,

LS N L N N P )

Defendant.

ORLCER

The Court has for consideration the Motion for Re-
duction of Sentence pursuant to Rule 35 filed by defendant,’
Jeffrey Karl Johnson, and, being fully advised in the premises,
finds:

* The sentence heretofore imposed by this Court on
October 30, 1980, is modified as follows:

Count 1-One (1} Year Imprisonment,

The sentence imposed in Count 1 is reduced to six (6) months
imprisonment. The sentence imposed in Count 2 is not modified,
nor are the conditions of probation imposed in connection there-
with.

IT IS SO ORDERED.

”~ (’-/"'
ENTERED this(qK&L day of February, 1981,

A .

/j{ "B lA *7'/@@2//;

THQOMAS R. BRETT
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE




Y,

FILED
FEB 2 5 1981

Jack C. Silver, Clerk
U. S, DISTRICT COURT

IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Plaintiff, 80~CR-90-BT
VS.

JACK KARL FRIDAY,

Defendant.

ORDER
Upon the Court's own Motion, pursuant to Rule 35,
the sentence heretofore imposed on Jack Karl Friday, on October
30, 1980, is modified as follows:

"Count 2-Two (2) Years Imprisonment on the condition
that defendant be confined in a jail type or treat-
ment type institution for a period of Four (4) Months,
» the execution of the remainder of period of imprison-
ment is suspended and the defendant is placed on
probation for a period of 20 Months which is to run
consecutive to ithe period of imprisonment."

The conditions of probation are not modified or changed.
IT IS SO ORDERED.

T f{

ENTERED this & day of February, 1981.

r ";7;7 4<i??f
¢ ey 55/4'/7/ A/y"

THOMAS R, BRETT -
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE




UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

Northern District of Oklahoma
United States of America Criminal No. __ 80-CR-76
vs.
JESSE LEE SLOAN ) "o T T VR
FEB 2 #1981
ORDER FOR DISMISSAL L BEL
U S DISlRlCI COHR'
Pursuant to Rule 48(a) of the Federal Rules of Criminal

Procedure and by leave of court endorsed hereon the United States

Attorney for the _ Northern District of (Oklahoma

hereby dismisses thelpdjctment against

(indictment, information, complaint)

JESSE LEE SILOAN defendant.

< .
\- “") [ K_ﬂ_/yxw\—r @ &’v\.(‘.h S —
Asst. United States Attorney

Leave of court is granted for the filing of the foregoing dismissal.

Fl

s/H. DALE COOK
United States District Judge

Date: ) -23.-€!
FORM OBD-113

Do)
8-27-74

. kc




!"?.".iled States of America vs. . o Un ited St‘\t’es Di Strict Court for

DEFENDANT > MICHAEL TODD JONES

& C e

E;:.T!S-N/.COMMITMENT ORDER

A0 245 [HEEF)

I In the presence of the attorney for the government MONTH DAY YEAR
the defendant appeared in person on this date P 02 20 1981

COUNSEL L} WITHGUT COUNSEL However the court advised defendant of right to counsel and asked whether defendant desired to
have counsel appointed by the court and the defendant thereupon walved assistance of counsel.

LXX| WITH COUNSEL | FRED NELSON and FRANK HAGEDORN, retained

" PLE LX) GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that | NOLO CONTENDERE, \ | NOT GUILTY
PLEA there is a factual basis for the plea, : '
I L) NOT GUILTY. Decfendant is discharged
There being a finding/vtadict of
XX | GUILTY.

Defendant has becn convicted as charged of the offense(s) of having violated 1;T“:i.‘il:.:[.e; 18, U.s.C., g

FINDING & > _ - o ) i '
JUDGMENT § 656, as charged in the Information. B '’ A ity =

} : c / !

: i

1

L}
i ¢

—
Yy The court asked whether defendant hid anything to say why judgment should not be pronounced.. Because no sufficient cause to the contrary
was shown, or appeared to the court, the court adjudged the defendant guitty as charged and convicted and ordered that: The defendant s
hereby committed to the custody of the Attorney General or his authorized representative Tor RODNS0I M X MRKI0OK
treatment and supervision pursuant to Title 18, U.S8.C., Section
5010 (b} until discharged by the U. S. Parole Commission, as
SENTENCE provided by law.

R
FROBATION IT IS ORDERED that the execution of sentence is deferred

oRDER until May }8, 1981 at 9:00 a.m.

*~ . FiienD
coslss::rlfolms N _,{\/FEH 2 01981

oF j _ _ ) ‘
PROBATION ) 1, ¢ N
Jack . Sitvey, o
1 y d iy i
U. S’ DISTRICT COURT g
S 1Y St E IR BT oL SO :
REECE N A POVREE LR anep, L e [_n('.’;
ADDITIONAL . . L e .
CONDITIONS In addition to the special conditions of probation imposed above, it is hereby ordered that the general conditions of probation set out on the
reverse side of this judgment be imposed. The Court may change the conditions of probation, reduce or extend the period of probation, and at
OF any time during the probation period or within 2 maximum probation period of five years permitted by law, may issue a warrant and revoke
PROBATION probation for a violation occurring during the probation period. ‘ o N . ’ ’
>Thc court orders commitment to the custody of the Attorney General and recommends,
It is ordered that the Clerk defiver
a certified copy of this Judgment
COMMITMENT and commitment to the U.5. Mar-
RECOMMEN- shal or other qualified officer.
DATION

SIGNED BY )
X
L U.5. District Judge

) J

Date 2_':'20-81 ]

{ ] U.5. Magistrate

3. Wo

j R - I é:t{;lv P aﬂf;

AR o a1, N Y N e = e i A et T ) Ry Y. g 7 i fane it o a TR T e W,

T ~=-;3?‘~@"#;:¥{:§v B T S R RN e e N e TR TSR A TR 2 Laavs
e e LT I PR N S Al o -
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United Stat of -merica vs. - United S*’a‘tes DiStrict Court 1

\NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA _ _.

-

[
_________________ 1 OOCKET NO. >-|_ 75'CR‘114-C

JUDGMENT AND PROBATION/CO M VITHENT ORDER  ro.2vs (i

In the presence of the attorney fof the government MONTH DAY

VEAR
the defendant appeared in persan on this date P— 02 20

1981

COUNSEL L} WITHOUT COUNSEL However the court advised defendant of right to counsel and asked whether defendant desired 1o
have counsel appointed by the court and the defendant thereupon waived assistance of counsel. '

XX ) WITH COUNSEL L. _ RANDOLPH P - STAINER, court appointed

{Name ot counsel)

KX ) GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that ! | NOLO CONTENDERE, | NOT GUILTY
there is a factual basis for the plea,

PLEA
— L—J NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged
There being a finding frordigg of

LXX 1 GUILTY.

Defendant has been convicted as charged of the offerise(s) of having violated. T_i:tlé 21 y U.5.C. '1
FINDING & >§ 841{a) (1) and Title 18, u.s.c. § 2, as -charggd_: in the iInformation.
JUDGMENT ' ! St T

) . . . . ' "ty : e

H E

. : i}
o ]
. ]
.

S : . T T i

L, .

- Y The court asked whether defendant had anything 1o sdy why judgment shouid not be pronounced. Because no sufficient cause to the contrary

was shown, or appeared to the court, the court adjudged the defendant guilty as charged and convicted and ordered that: T dofootaynd:

m«xmﬂmxmx»xﬁxﬁﬁxﬁMKR%xkxxxx&nkﬁk%ﬁﬁ%kﬂﬂ%ﬁxmﬁxxx‘ﬁm

THE IMPOSITION. OF SENTENCE IS SUSPENDED, and the

SENTENCE . . . .
OR >.defendant 1s placed on probation for a period of Five (5) Years.

PROBATION
ORDER

cnsl\?;f;:\ulms | | FEB 2 1983 ;/mﬂ/\/

OF

PROBATION ol Siluae e
jack . Silvar, o7 -
§hhy
~T :
1J. S. MISTRICT COURT
. . LN RIS
ot ot b g el !
ADDITIONAL ) S e )
CORDITIONS In addition to the special conditions of probation imposed above, it is hereby ordered that the general conditions of probation set out on the
reverse side of this judgment be imposed. The Court may change the conditions of probation, reduce or extend the p'enod of probation, and a1
OF *| -any time during the probation period or within a maximum probation period of five years permitted by law, may issue a warrant and revoke
PROBATION | probation for a violation occurring during the prabation period. . _ T C, T .
>The court orders commitment to the custody of the Attorney General and recommends, ] _ .
It is ordéred that the Clerk deliver
a certified copy of this judginent
and commitment to the U.S. Mar-
C:Eﬂl::h;::::'r ' shal or other qualified officer. I
DATION
—

SIGNED BY } ( 5 é W
XX U.s. District Judge \M A | 2

H. Dale Cook
0.5, Magistrate pate FEbXuary 20, 1981
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT l L — D
NORTHERN OKLAHOMA
District of
‘ FEB19 1981
N
SR AR PR
United States of America Criminal No. 80-CR-78

VEe.

MICHAEL JONES, et al. )

ORDER FOR DISMISSAL

Pursuant to Rule 48(a) of the Federal Rules of Criminal

Procedure and by leave of court endorsed hereon the United States

Attorney for the Northern District of Oklahoma
{(indictment, informetion,.complaint)
KELLI MEEK defendant.

Asst. United States Attorney

Leave of court is granted for the filing of the foregoing dismissal.

s/ JAMES O. ELLISON

United States District Judge
Date: January 16, 1981.

FORM OBD-113
DOJ

8-27-74
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Plaintiff,
v. No. 73-CR-113

LARRY DEAN TURNER,

Defendant-Movant

FILED
FER 1 ¢ 198

ORDER Jack C. Silver, Clerk
U. 8. DISTRICT COURT

The defendant has filed a Motion for Order of
Release alleging he has sefved the senteﬁce imposed herein,
and the parties have briefed the issue raised in said motion.
The defendant's motion was apparently filed as a result of
the decision of the Court of Appeals reversing and remanding
for further proceedings an appeal of the court's denial of
his Motion to Vacate Sentence under 28 U.5.C. § 2255,

§ 2255 does not grant district courts subject matter
jurisdiction over all types of post-conviction claims. Lee v.

United States, 501 F.2d 494, 500 (8th Cir. 1974). Matters re-

lating to ekecution of sentence, such as raised by the defendant
herein, as opposed to maftters concerning the imposition of sen-
tence, are not cognizable in a § 2255 proceeding before the sen-
ﬁencing court, but must be asserted in a proper habeas suit in-
stituted in the judicial district where the defendant is in custody.

Robinson v. United States, 474 F.2d 1085, 1091 (10th Cir. 1973);

Wright v. United States Board of Parole, 557 F.2d 74, 77 (6th Cir.

1977). Any relief that might be available to the defendant can
only be sought by proceeding in the proper forum.
Accordingly, the defendant's Motion for Order of Release

be and the same hereby is denied this {55'"“day of February,

l981.
~;|L ¢ L CfgﬂaL! {Zﬁ
¢

FRED DAUGHERTY
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDG




UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

NORTHERN District of OKLAHOMA
United States of America Criminal No. 80-CR-125-Bt
vE.

LABAN MARCHMONT MILES )

ORDER FOR DISMISSAL

Pursusnt to Rule 48(a) of the Federal Rules of Criminal

Procedure and by leave of court endorsed hereon the United States

Attorney for the Northern District of  Oklahoma
hereby dismisses the INDICTMENT against
(indictment, information;—compiaint)
LABAN MARCHMONT MILES defendant.
FILED
IN OPEN COURT,
FEB 1 71981

JACK C. SILVER, CLERK
U. S. DISTRICT COURT

,g_s/,ﬂ/wf/ /“cancjg

Asst. United States Attorney

Ieave of court is granted for the filing of the foregoing dismissal.

S/ THOMAS R. BRETT
United States District Judge

Date: February 17, 198l.

FORM (OBD-113
DOJ

8-27-74
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Unitéd States of America vs.

COUNSEL

PLEA }
)

FINDING &
SUDGMENT

-
)

SENTENCE
OR
PROBATION
ORDER

SPECIAL
CONDITIONS
OF
PROBATION

ADRDITIONAL
CONDITIONS
OF
PROBATION

COMMITMENT
RECOMMEN-
DATION

)

SIGNED BY

1x_| U.S. Distric

L} U.s. Magistrate

&?
Indictment.

>The court orders commitment to the custody of the Attorney General and recommends,

United S ites District Court r

LY R 21Y(5/75)
In the presence of the attorney for the government MONTH DAY YEAR
the defendant appeared in person an this date — | 2 13 21

L1 WITHOUT COUNSEL

However the court advised defendant of right to counsel and asked whether defendant desired to
have counsel aspeinted by the court and the defendant thereupon waived assistance of counsel.

£ ) WITH COUNSEL

Ll GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that
there is a factual basis for the plea,

| ! NOLO CONTENDERE, i | NOT GUILTY

L1 NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged

There being a findinglendit of
L1 GUILTY.

Defendant has been convicted as charged of the offense(s) of having violated Title 21, U.S.C. '
ections 952(a), 560(a)(1) & 963 as charged in Count one of the

The court asked whether defendant had anything to say why judgment should not be pronounced. Because no sufficient cause to the contrary
was shown, or appeared to the court, the court adjudged the defendant guilty as charged and convicted and ordered that:mmu

RO FAIE Sk R 0t Ry R XN RN ER RO SR EHOE e SO 9P I Sl anang foxaprriont &

The imposition of sentence is suspended and the defendant is hereby
placed on prbbation for 2 meriod of THREE (3) YEARS from this date
ursuant to Tl 18, U.S.C., Sec. 5010(a). under the provisions of
the Youth Correction Act.

ik o

QL
Jack *. Silver, Jler'
) S DISTRICT CONRY

In addition to the special conditions of probation imposed above, it is hereby ordered that the general conditions of probation set out on the
reverse side of this judgment be imposed. The Court may change the conditions of probation, reduce or extend the period of probation, and at
any time during the probation period or within a maximum probation period of five years permitted by law, may issue a warrant and revoke
probation for a violation occurring during the probation period.

It is ordered that the Clerk deliver
a certified copy of this judgment
and commitment to the U.S. Mar-
shal or other qualified officer.

CERTIFIED AS A TRUE COPY ON

THIS DATE

4

t Judge

J CLERK
} DEPUTY

James G. Ellison
2-13-81

Date

ho




IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF QKLAHOMA

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

Fr l L- L: ?ﬁ

}
)
Plaintiff, )
}
v, } No. 73-CR-113 =L
) FE31a
LARRY DEAN TURNER, }
. ) Jack C. Q'IM" Mark
Defendant-Movant. ) U S Dot oo

CRDER

The judgment of the Court of Appeals was filed on
January 5, 1981, reversing and remanding this case for further
proceedings in accordance with the Opinion of said Court. This
appeal was taken from the denial of a Motion to Vacate Sentence
under 28 U.S.C. § 2255 which, inter alia, challenged the volun-
tariness of the pleas of guilty which were entered in Hughes
County, Oklahoma on August 5, 1971 to 10 charges of Burglary and
Grand Larceny. During the trial in the instant case for Inter-
state Transportation of Forged Securities on October 29, 1973 the
movant was.examined and admitted entering said 10 pleas of guilty.
The Hughes Céunty charges were dismissed with prejudice and ex-
punged from the record under the Oklahoma Deferred Judgment Act,
.22 0.8. (1978) § 991(c) on August 21, 1975. Citing Boykin v.
Alabama, 395 U.S. 238 (1969), the Opinion of the Court of Appeals
noted that " . . . the trial court may have incorrectly placed
the burden of proof on the petitioner to show that the plea was
involuntary."

The transcript of testimony of the defendant's pleas
of guilty in state court on August 5, 1971 does not completely
demonstrate on its face the voluntary nature of the defendant's
pleas, (Exhibit H, Answers to Interrogatories by James C.
Daugherty.) The state transcript does reveal that the defendant
expressly waived his right to a jury trial, that he entered
the pleas of guilty upon the advice of his attorney, following

which the two-year deferred sentence was imposed. The evidentiary




record in this case has been developed through interrogatories

in accordance with Reed v. United States, 438 F.2d 1154, 1156

{10th Cir. 1971). 1In the interrogatory answers of the defen-
dant's mother, Mrs. Elma Mae Medler, insofar as pertinent to
the defendant's guilty pleas in August 1971, were statements
that threats were made by Sheriff Elbert Moore which included
statements that defendant would not be released from jail if
he didn't admit his guilt, although he was released on his
own reccognizance; that Sheriff Moore would kill movant if

he didn't plead guilty, but Mrs. Medler encouraged the de-
defendant to plead guilty o " . . . end the harassment re-
ceived from Sheriff Moore, would help curb expenses, lessen
the chance of more embarrassment--, save engageing[sic] a

new attorney, and would end the agonizingly long delay from
the initial arrest in 1968 until almost three years later."
Mr. James C. Daugherty, privately retained counsel, testified
that plea bargaining was intensive and continuous, that
continuances were to permit movant to finish college, make
restitution to the victims of the burglaries and larcenies,
and for the district attorney to observe his deportment;

that he was aware of no death threat on defendant by Sheriff
Elbert Moore, that the onlv force used on defendant was when
he was arrested, and Mr. Daugherty made a record at preliminary
proceedings that defendant's right eye was black and nose
appeared to be swollen; that the "gist" of the three consti-
tutional rights were explained to movant over a two-year
period including right to jury trial, not to incriminate
himself, to have government prove case bevond a reasonable
doubt, and to require government to prove every element of
the charges, and that defendant's pleas of gulilty were
unequivocally and voluntarily entered. Attached to Mr.
Daugherty's interrogatories is a letter dated May 11, 1971
from movant indicating "that a deferred sentence would be

the best," and, that he would soon graduate from college.

Jim Baker, Undersheriff, states in his responses that he

assisted Sheriff Elbert Moore in arresting the defendant,




that defendant refused to surrender keys and force was used
to obtain them which resulted in the described injuries to
the defendant, that defendant was only in custody one day
and was never threatened, coerced or encouraged by anyone in
the Sheriff's Department to enter the pPleas of guilty two
years later.

With the burden of proof herein on the government,
the evidence establishes that the pleas of the defendant in
Hughes County in 1971 were voluntarily entered in keeping
with Boykin, supra. The Court further finds that this col-
lateral attack on the Hughes County pleés can be properly
adjudicated on the extant record. Accordingly, in compliance
with the opinion of the Court of Appeals this Court finds
that the government has sustained its burden of showing that
the challenged pleas were freely and voluntarily entered and
that the defendant's Motion to Vacate Sentence under § 2255
should be and hereby is overruled. In view of the above
action defendant's Motion to Set Bond recently filed herein
is overruled.

71L

Dated this | 2.“”an of February, 1981.

Do e i

FRED DAUGHERTY
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE
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United States of America vs. - United s:;"a'tes Di Strict Court fo

In the presence of the attorney for the government MONTH DAY YEAR
the defendant appeared in person on this date P 02- 11- 81

COUNSEL L WITHOUT COUNSEL However the court advised defendant of right to counsel and asked whether defendant desired to
have counsel appointed by the court and the defendant thereupon waived assistance of counsel.

EX | WITH COUNSEL.  _ _ SCOTT -DRAUGHON, retained __ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ .

(Name of counset)

XX | GUILTY, and the court being satisficd that L INOLO CONTENDERE, | NOT GUILTY
PLEA there is a factual basis for the plea,
TN

L2 NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged

There being a findingfgsestnet of
XXy GUILTY.

Defendant has been convicted as charged of the offense(s) of having violated .Title 18,
FINDING & >U.S.C., Section 641, as charged in the Indictment.

JUDGMENT : ‘ S .

o i ’ L T v ‘ ' E

. 1]

! ; 3

I

i il

. . Lo . , . v 1
— e - i " i

B _ Y The court asked whether defendant had anything to say why judement shouid no1 be pronounced. Because no sufficient cause (o the contrary

was shown, o appeered to the court, the court adjudecd the defendant guilty as charged and convic'ed and ordered that: Xhesdsdsmtamsn-

ﬁmxmxgxkxsemmxsgﬁ}g;egsmxﬁmzmezﬂxxcckxmat&x&xRxMRﬂwxxxxmi

THE IMPOSITION OF SENTENCE is hereby suspended, and the
senTence | Defendant is placed on Probation for a period of Three (3)

OR >Years.
PROBATION . o o
ORDER IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that in addition to the usual conditions

of probat®on, the Defendant shall pay a fine to the United States
of America in the amount of Five Hundred Dollars ($500.00).

SPECIAL
CONDITIONS
ur Lan Faa )
PROBATION SR 9
k -
FER 11 1981
i n r{‘ '
. Jack 1. Sitver, L’\B"E.{'l'
" LS. DISTRICT COURT
ADDITIONAL _ R
CONDITIONS In addition to the special conditions of probation imposed above, it is hercby ordered that the general conditions of prohation set oul on the
reverse side of this judgment be imposed. The Court may change the conditions of prebation, reduce or extend the period of probation, and at
OF "| any time during the probation period or within a maximum prohation period of five years permitted by law, may issue a warrant and revoke

PROBATION probation for a violzlion ociurzing during the probation period.

>The court orders commitment to the custody of the Attorney General and recommends,
It is ordered that the Clerk deliver

a certified copy ol this judgment

and commitment to the U.S. Mar-
c[:’é\’[‘:nglMI:ézT shal or other qualified officer.
DATION

-

SIGNED BY } - }
LX3L) U.S. District Judge __Maw e ]

H. Dale Cock

L] U.5. Magistrate Data 2-11-81 |
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S!GNED BY

L‘nJ U.S. District Judge
'\
L us. Maaistrate

the defendant appeared in person on this date

?L&J WITHOUT COUNSEL

XX wiITH COUNSEL

> The court orders commitment to the custody of the Attorney General and recommends,

United Si...es District Court for
4 L‘the NORTHERN DISTRICT. of OKLAHOMA |

AQ-245 (6/74)

DAY YEAR
03 81

However the court advised defendant of right to counsel and asked whether defendant desired to
have counset appointed by the court and the defendant thereupon waived assistance of counsel,

MONTH

02

In the presence of the attorney for the government

L Terry P. Malloy, Appointed

(Name of counsel}

1 | NOLO CONTENDERE, L___1 NOT GUILTY

there is a factual basis for the plea,

L NCT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged
There being a findingtwexehet of
HXX1 GUILTY.

Defendant has been convicted as charged of the offense(s) of having vidlated Title 18, U.S.C. '
Section 2113(b) and 2, as charged in the Indictment.

The court asked whether defendant had anything te say why judgment should not be pronounced. Because no sufficient cause to the contrary

Count 1 - Imposition of Sentence is hereby suspended and
defendant Rocky Dewayne Killingwworth is hereby
gluced on probation for a period of rour (4)
ears.

oL OE o
rEB 3 198

Jack ©. Silver, Cleri;
U. S. DISTRICT COURT

in addition to the special conditions of probation imposed above, it is hereby ordered that the general conditions of probation set out on the
reverse side of this judgment be imposed. The Court may change the conditions of probation, reduce or extend the period of probation, and at
any time during the probation period or within 3 maximum probation period of five years permitted by law, may issue a warrant and revoke
probation for a violation occurring during the probation period,

it is ordered that the Clerk deliver
a certified copy ot this judgment
and commitment to the U.S. Mar-
shal or ather qualified officer.

Kenneth P, Snoke _ ,
Asgsistant U.S. Attorney - C <

CERTIFIED AS A TRUE COP\ERIN,
THOMAS R. BRETT

TH..I‘S DAEEB 3 - ]9 ;

| oy < i_ wW_
AN . . CLERK

8
) . _ _ " x } DEPUTY
by

'f?’




United States of
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United € -tes Distriet Court o

America vs.

KEVIN BARRY KROWN,
a/%/a Barry Crown

DOCKET NO., 3= | 80-CR-54-E

JUDGMENT AND PROBATION/COMMITMENT ORDER  xoze: &

MONTH

2

YEAR

81

DAY

3

In the presence of the attorney for the governmient
the defendant appeared in person on this date

Y—

L_J WITHOUT COUNSEL

However the court advised defendant of right to counsel and asked whether defendant desireu to
have counsel appointed by the court and the defendant thercupon waived assistance of counsel.

(David S. FPitzpatrick, Ct. Apptd.___ __ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _. J

(Name of counsel})

&X__| WITH COUNSEL

It GUILTY, and the court being satistied that 1 X | NOT GUILTY

there is a factual basis for the plea,

] NOLO CONTENDERE,

L——J NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged

There being FH g/ verdict of
X GUILTY.

Defendant has becn convicted as charged of the offense(s) of having vidlated Title 18, U.S.C.,
- Section 371 as charged in Count 1 and Title 18, U.S5.C., Section
1343 and 2 as charged in Coujts 2 thru 7 of the Indictment.

The court asked whether defendant had anything tc say why judgment shouid not be promounced. Because no sufficient cause to the contrary
was shown, or appeared to the court, the court adjudged the defendant guilty as charged and convicted and ordered that: The defendant is
hereby committed to the custody of the Attorney General or his authorized representative for imprisonment for a period of

Counts 1 & Z - FIVE (5) YEARS as to each count, count two to
run consecutively with sentence imposed in count one.

Counts 3 - 7 - The imposition of sentence is suspended and the
defendant is placed on probation for a period of
FIVE (5) YEARS, to commence upon Yrelease from
incarceration as imposed in Counts one and two.

In addition to the special conditions of probation imposed above, it is hereby ordered that the generad esnditions of probation set out on the

. reverse side of this judgment be imposed, The Cour: may change the conditions of probation, reduce of extend the period of probation, and at
any time during the 'probation period or within a maximum probation period of five years permitted by iaw, may issue a warrant and revoke
probation for a vielation occurring during the probation period.

COMMITMENT
RECOMMEN-
DATION

_ v

SIGNED BY

X} us. Distri

} U.S. Magls

>The court orders commitment to the custody of the Attorney General and recommends,
It is ordered that the Clerk deliver

a certified copy of this judgment
and commitment to the U.S. Mar-
shal or other gualified officer.

CERTIFIED AS A TRUE COPY ON

THIS DATE
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. 2-3-81 |
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United S ites District Court for

United States of America vs.

(NORTHERN_DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA _ __,
DEFENDANT WHIT YANCY MAUZY, JR.
LS.U_P.FLWE ____________ | DOCKET NO. = | 80-CR-34-E |
In the presence of the attorney for the government MONTH DAY YEAR
the defendant appeared in person on this date e 3 81

COUNSEL L__J WITHOUT COUNSEL Howcver the court advised defendant of right to counsel and asked whether defendant desires to
have counsel appointed by the couri and the defendant thereupon waived assistance of counsel.

X wincounsee 1 E. Terrill Corley, Ct. Apptd. . _ _ ]

L1 GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that | ] NOL.O CONTENDERE, (X | NOT GUILTY
PLEA there is a factual basis for the plea,

L) NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged

There being X R&¥Fng/verdict of
X | GUILTY.

Defendant has been convicted as charged of the offense(s) of having violated Title 18, U.S5.C.,
FnDing & | Section 371 as charge in Count 1 and Title 18, U.S5.C., Section

JUDGMENT 1343 and 2 as charged in Counts 2 thru 7 of the Indictmwent.

-

\ The court asked whether defendant had anything to say why judgment should not be promounced. Because no sufficient cause to the contrary
was shown, or appeared to the court, the court adjudged the defendant guiity as charged and convicted and ordered that: The defendant is
hereby commitied to the custody of the Altorney General or his authorized representative for imprisonment for 26MEXof the

Maximum period of five (§) years as to each of the seven counts, for

a study as described in T. 18, U.S.C., Section 4205(d), the results
sentence | ©f such study to be furnished this Court within 90 days, whereupon

OR he sentence of imprisonment herein imposed may be subject to
prosaTion | ®odification in accordance with T. 18, U.S.C., Section 4205(c).
ORDER

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the execution of this sentence is deferred
until the U. S. Marshal notifies the defendant of the exact date to
report, at which time the defendant will voluntarily report totthe
designated institution. :

SPECIAL = 1
CONDITIONS
OF
PROBATION
e N B ] i
ADDITIONAL
CONDITIONS In addition to the special conditions of probation imposed above, it is hereby ordered that the general esnditions of probation set out on the
reverse side of this judgment be imposed. The Court may change the conditions of probation, redu.e or extend the period of probation, and at
OF any time during the probation period or within a maximum probation period of five years permuited by law, may issue a warrant and revoke

PROBATION probation for a violation occurring during the probation period,

>The court orders commitment to the custody of the Attorney General and recommends, ] i
glacenent at the U. S. Medical Center for e o thie 1odgment
COMMITMENT Qdﬁral Prisoners ? Springfi‘eld ] Missouri . and commitment to the U.S. Mar- \
RECOMMEN- shal or other qualified officer. J
DATION
CERTIFIED AS A TRUE COPY ON
./ :
THIS DATE
SIGNED BY } ; .
X3 u.s. District Judge f}/ ' ' iz I T - ¥
SJames O. Ellison 5-3-8  )CLERK
Date -3-81 i { ) DEPUTY

L | U.S, Magistrate

N
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United States of America vs. United S ‘ltes DiStl‘ict Court for
NORTKERN DISTRICT OF OXKLAHOMA .

GERALD LEE PUCKETT,
a/k/a Gerald 1. Puckitt

Eu?ﬁ,s‘uia‘ﬁﬁ ___________ 1 DOCKET NG. i |

DEFENDANT

80-CR-54-E

FW T 1Y(5/75)

In the presence of the attorney for the government MONTH DAY YEAR
the defendant appeared in person on this date I 2 3 81

COUNSEL L__J WITHOUT COUNSEL However the court advised defendant of right to counsel and asked whether defendant desired to
have counsel appointed by the court and the defendant thereupon waived assistance of counsel.

X _ywiTHcounseL (Richard Amatucci, Retained )

{Name of counsel)

L__J GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that | | NOLO CONTENDERE, LX I NOT GUILTY
PLEA there is a factual basis for the piea,
———j L J NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged

There being ¥ X¥f¥ng/verdict of X
A 1 GUILTY.

Defendant has been convicted as charged of the offense(s&of having violated Title 18, U.5.C.,
rnomvc s | Section 371 as charged im Count 1 and Title 18, U.S.C., Section
JUDGMENT 1343 and 2 as charged in Counts 2 thru 7 of the Indictment.

- ./

\ The court asked whether defendant had anything o say why judgment shouid not be pronounced. Because no sufficient cause to the contrary
was shown, or appeared to the court, the court adiudged the defendant guilty as charged and convicted and ordered that: The defendant is
hereby committed to the custody of the Attorney General or his authorized representative for imprisonment for a period of

Counts 1 - 7 - FIVE (5) YEARS as to each of the Counts, counts
2 through 7 to run concurrently with sentence
sm;sm:s imposed in count 1.
R
PROBATION
ORDER

SPECIAL
CONDITIONS
OF
PROBATION o

ADDITIONAL

CONDITIONS In addition to the special conditions of probation imposed above, it i hereby ordered that the general conditions of probation set out on the

reverse side of this judgment be imposed. The Cout may change the conditions of probation, reduce or extend the period of probation, and at

OF any time during the probation period or within a maximum probation period of five years permitted by law, may issue a warrant and revoke
PROBATION probation for a violation occurring during the probation period,

—

>Thc court orders commitment to the custody of the Attorney General and recommends, =
It is ordered that the Clerk deliver

a certified copy of this judgment

COMMITMENT and commitment to the U.S. Mar-
RECOMMEN- shal or other qualified officer.
DATION —
CERTIFIED AS A TRUE COPY ON
-
: THIS DATE
SIGNED BY ’ / T ) ]
X J u.s. District Judge R A o : e ) BY e
Jattes O. Ellison ( ) CLERK
] U.5. Magistrate Date 2-3-81 1 { ) DEPUTY

L
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